Introduction
The purpose of this study is to describe and analyse how cannabis is constructed in Swedish print media and to investigate if this has changed over time. Sweden has traditionally had a drug policy based on zero tolerance and prohibition, and under the slogan "a drug-free society" political parties across the ideological field have battled drugs with all means possible (Lenke & Olsson, 2002) . Cannabis has not been viewed as a soft drug, as for example in the Netherlands, but rather as a dangerous substance that in time will lead the user into injecting drugs. In the Western world however, the perspective on and handling of cannabis seems to be changing: liberal cannabis policies are being implemented in US states, the Copenhagen (Denmark) mayor is working to legalise cannabis sale, and in Uruguay cannabis cultivation and sale has become legal (Bjørnager, 2014; Rogeberg, 2015) . Also, previous research has shown that some Western youth cultures are normalising cannabis use (Duff et al., 2012; Järvinen & Demant, 2011; Parker, Aldridge & Measham, 1998) and that there is a growing acceptance of cannabis use in news media (Taylor, 2008) . It is thus important to see if and how this international change is mirrored and processed in different arenas in Sweden. Media is one such key arena, as it has been recognised to be an important actor, shaping public opinion and setting the political agenda (McCombs & Shaw, 1972) . Fairclough (1995) also emphasises that " [m] There has been an expansion in public debate beyond traditional media, primarily due to technological developments. A wide range of voices and media outlets compete to set boundaries for drug discourses, making it necessary to question the social impact of traditional print media (Giulianotti, 1997; McRobbie & Thornton, 1995) . Previous research does nevertheless indicate that cannabis discussions in "new" media outlets are presented in relation to images from traditional print media (Månsson & Ekendahl, 2013) . For example, oppositional and drug-liberal voices can be heard in online forums, but their arguments are shaped by the prohibitionist images that have dominated print media. This, together with numbers showing that newspapers are still read by 69% of Swedes aged 9-79 makes it vital to concentrate on the print media (Nordicom, 2012) . Traditional print media has also been recognised as an essential intermediary when informing the public on specific issues (Fairclough, 1995) . This makes a media study on cannabis important, as the aspects included in a news story and the events that are foregrounded, namely that which is considered newsworthy, can influence how we perceive the substance.
While it has been suggested that the relationship between media, political leaders and the public is complex (Gonzenbach, 1992; Hill, Oliver & Marion, 2012; Johnson et al., 1996; Snyder & Nadorff, 2010) , several studies have shown that media attention can play an integral role in influencing drug policies (Beckett, 1994; Forsyth, 2012; McArthur, 1999; Olsson, 2008) . Lancaster, Hughes, Spicer, Matthew-Simmons, and Dillon (2011) write more specifically that media coverage of illicit drug issues can lead to multifarious effects on drug policy, perceptions of users and public opinion. Also, previous research has acknowledged that print media can be considered to be an opinion maker that can "define deviant behaviour related to cannabis use" in the public debate and thus add to the "configuration of the cannabis issue" (Acevedo, 2007, p. 180) .
Consequently, mass media has been identified as a "battleground" in the drug field (Proctor & Babor, 2001) , and a multiplicity of studies focus on media and illicit drugs (e.g. Bright, Marsh, Smith, & Bishop, 2008; Gould, 1996; Jepsen, 2001; Reinarman & Levine, 1989; Törnqvist, 2009; Törrönen, 2004 ).
According to Fairclough (1995) , official constructions of problems generally influence media formulations in a constant flow between political arenas and media. Taylor (2008, p. 381) concludes that "news media and criminal justice policy seemingly mirror each other's beliefs". Existing research on Swedish media reports about drugs accords with these findings, showing that elements of the restrictive drug policy are emphasised in media coverage of drugs without much room for alternatives (Fondén & Sato, 2005; Gould, 1996; Pollack, 2001; Tryggvesson & Olsson, 2002) . However, these studies were published a few years back, and previous research focusing on discussions opposing cannabis prohibition has showed that cannabis-liberal voices are prominent in new online environments (Månsson, 2014; Månsson & Ekendahl, 2013) .
There have been comparatively few empirical studies of media portrayals of cannabis, as earlier research tends to concentrate on hard drugs such as heroin (e.g. Ekendahl, 2012; Lawrence, Bammer, & Chapman, 2000) and methamphetamine (e.g. Boyd & Carter, 2010; Dwyer & Moore, 2013) or illegal drugs in general (e.g. Bright et al., 2008; Törnqvist, 2009 ).
Existing studies seem to focus primarily on media influence on cannabis use/attitudes towards cannabis (e.g. Beaudoin & Hong, 2012; Primack, Kraemer, Fine, & Dalton, 2009; Stryker, 2003) and the influence of anti-cannabis media campaigns (e.g. Alvaro et al., 2013; Kang, Cappella & Fishbein, 2009; Zimmerman et al., 2014) .
Still, media reporting on cannabis has also been studied to highlight questions such as national identity (Lipset & Halvakzs, 2009 ), policy implications (Lenton, 2004; Silverman, 2010) and ethnicity and gender issues (Boyd & Carter, 2012) .
There are also studies that have a more discourse analytical approach, focusing on how cannabis use and users are constructed. For example, Acevedo (2007) showed in her UK newspaper study that cannabis was represented by eight discourses, which constructed cannabis as either remedy or poison. She also found that media reports tended to dwell on issues of criminality. Several studies have correspondingly shown that media outputs on cannabis are dominantly associated with law enforcement, criminal action and legal problems (e.g. Cross, 2007; Haines-Saah et al., 2014; Hughes, Spicer, Lancaster, Matthew-Simmons, & Dillon, 2010; Stryker, 2003) and that "media reports echo law enforcement claims" (Boyd & Carter, 2012, p. 244) . However, research from a Nordic context seems particularly scarce, and international research can be difficult to generalise between countries. Furthermore, most studies have concentrated on specific article types (e.g. debate) or particular time periods when media has been said to have a more central role in agenda setting . 
Theoretical framework
The theoretical backdrop for this study is the social constructionist contention that reality is socially constructed through language (Laclau & Mouffe, 1985) . Language shapes the way we engage in and relate to society, and provides a demarcated structure for conceiving and talking about it; it is in the linguistic articulations, the discourses, that the world is conceptualised.
For example, cannabis may have some particular qualities, but it is how we interpret and relate to these that are important (Laclau & Mouffe, 1985) . In this study something stable that exist independent of our actions and words but rather something that is constructed through, for example, policy documents, media messages and public opinion. This makes it reasonable to look at newspaper material with a qualitative approach to examine how the involved subjects (e.g. users, experts), the substance (cannabis), the effects of use and the problem solutions are constructed (Brook & Stringer, 2005; Laclau, 2005) . Following Laclau and Mouffe, the theoretical and methodological tools of discourse analysis are used to investigate how cannabis is constructed in media messages, i.e. which discourses create and define the substance, and whether this is different between the years studied. More specifically, the methodological concepts of discourse and subject position are employed to answer the research questions.
In discourse theory, a discourse can be characterised as a historically specific system of meaning (consisting of actions, words and objects), which makes it possible for us to relate to a phenomenon, such as cannabis, in a certain way (Howarth, Norval, & Stavrakakis, 2000) . A discourse can be said to be centred on some key signs that structure its meaning (Laclau & Mouffe, 1985) . These signs may seem stable in that they can unify and organise a given field, but some of them are up for contestation by other discourses. Such controversial signs are important, because they highlight struggles for dominance between discourses (Laclau, 2005) . As we will see, cannabis is such an important sign, for different discourses are used to define, create and construct the substance in the material. Cannabis can be portrayed as either a destructive drug or as an effective medicine depending on which discourse is used in talking about it.
Further, the structure of the discourses makes some positions possible for the concerned individuals; these are called subject positions (Laclau & Mouffe, 1985) . and some experts (the police and government officials) are seen as specifically reliable sources in news production (Conrad, 1999; Shehata, 2010) . (Burr, 1995) . An initial coding aiming for an open analysis was done using Atlas.ti (a software for qualitative analysis). This coding followed the patterns emerging in the material. By studying what cannabis was described to be, not to be and what it was in relation to other phenomena, the material could be coded and organised (Howarth, 2000; Laclau, 2005) . The material was then re-read to gradually refine these codes into key discursive signs. According to a compre- 
Material and methods

Analysis
Outlined below are the key discourses that Swedish print media draws on when depicting cannabis as a substance, the effects of its use and the subject positions involved in the issue reported. The analysis is structured according to these discourses.
As seen in table 1, some discourses were Furthermore, quote 8 illustrates that cannabis is recurrently described as leading to addiction just like "any other drug".
This reiterates a common notion seen in both years that cannabis is a medical substance and affects the brain just like heroin. However, cannabis is not only considered a pathogen, it is also described as a medical remedy in both 2002 and 2012.
Quote 9:
The prominent group has left no stone unturned in this complex debate on hash as both an intoxicant and as an alternative medicine for people who, 
Recreational discourse
In the full scope of the material it is uncommon to connect cannabis with pleas- Blackman, 2004; Haines-Saah et al., 2014; Manning, 2007) , such as the hip hop artist whose concert is reviewed in quote 11.
Quote 11:
By way of introduction he has a hand- Here, the use is not appraised or described as mere pleasure, nor is it directly condemned. The activity is however linked to negative effects when the passage above finishes with a quote stating that "maybe that is why the obvious final tracks are scrambled through" -indicating that cannabis makes people unfocused and careless. This ambivalence is typical in the entertainment sections of the evening pa-pers, where there are several descriptions of international celebrities using cannabis for party purposes. Word choices such as "drug parties", "wild partying" and "marijuana and booze orgies" make it obvious that a recreational discourse is used when depicting cannabis, but it is unclear if these parties are constructed as fun or as deprivation and deviancy.
Conclusions and discussion
My reading of the newspaper articles in- The dominating prohibitionist approach may instead be reinforced and tightened by opposing such "new" constructions.
As there is a political goal in Sweden to eradicate drug use and to keep "normalisation" of cannabis use at bay, these signs of change can seem threatening (Prop. 2010/11:47 it is not necessarily linked to pleasure or described as a remedy as in the UK media (Acevedo, 2007) . When cannabis is portrayed as a commodity, the substance is linked with foreign practices, which mitigates the threat through cultural distance.
And while drug wars may be used as an It has previously been shown that drug constructions in Swedish print media have changed over time, but that the main idea -that drug use is wrong and should be prohibited -has lingered since the modern drug policy became firmly restrictive in the 1980s (Gould, 1996; Törnqvist, 2009 
